The 


REPORTER 


For Conscience’ Sake 











VOLUME IX 


JUNE, 1952 


NUMBER 4 





NEW FORM 150 ELIMINATES 
PROMISE TO PERFORM CIl- 
VILIAN OR NONCOM- 
BATANT SERVICE 
A new revision of Selective Service 
Form No. 150 (special form for consci- 
entious objectors) eliminates the promise 
in Series I, entitled “Claim for Exemp- 
tion,” to perform noncombatant service 
or to do civilian work in lieu of induc- 
tion. A registrant opposed only to com- 
batant training and service signs his 
name, on the new form, to the statement 

(A) I. am, by reason of religious 
training and belief, conscientiously 
opposed to war in any form. I, there- 
fore, claim exemption from combatant 
training and service in the Armed 
Forces. 

Signature of Registrant. 

This shortened form of the statement 
to be signed by the registrant eliminates 
the words 

I understand that if my claim is sus- 
tained I will be inducted into the 
armed forces but will be assigned to 
noncombatant service as defined by 
the President. 

A registrant opposed to both combat- 
ant and noncombatant training and serv- 
ice in the armed forces signs the follow- 
ing statement: 

(B) I am, by reason of my religious 
training and. belief, conscientiously 
opposed to participation in war in any 
form and I am further conscientiously 
opposed to participation in noncombat- 
ant training and service in the Armed 
Forces. I, therefore, claim exemption 
from both combatant and noncombat- 
ant training and service in the Armed 
Forces. 


Signature of Registrant. 
This shortened form eliminates the 
promise to perform civilian work, word- 
ed as follows: 
I, therefore, claim exemption from 
combatant training and service, and if 
my claim is sustained, I understand 





One Out of Every 610 Registrants Is CO; 
One Out of Every 1092 Is Classified !-O 


Approximately one out of every 610 registrants between the ages of 
18 and 26 holds conscientious scruples against both combatant and non- 
combatant military service, according to calculations based on the latest 


available figures. 


This includes both COs who hold the I-O classifica- 


tion as well as those who have some classifications lower on the list 





WHAT SHALL I-O DO WHEN 
WORK PROGRAM BE- 
GINS JULY 1? 


Many 1-0 registrants will want to 
know what to do when the I-W work 
program begins on July 7. Here ore 
some hints: (1) If you do not have a 
particular desire to get into a specific 
type of work, simply wait since it may 
be months or years unti! you are given 
ce work order; (2) if you want to “get 
it over with” but have no desire for 
@ specific type of work, go to the draft 
boord, sign an “application to vol- 
unteer,”’ and wait to be sent wherever 
negotiations with your draft board 
lead; (3) if you want to get into a 
specific type of work with any given 
agencies such as AFSC, MCC, BSC, 
Methodist Board of World Peace, 
Congregational Christian Service Com- 
mittee, or other church, secular, or 
government agency, get in touch with 
these agencies BEFORE signing any 
statement with your draft board; (4) if 
you want more and complete details 
about employment opportunities with 
various agencies, the addresses of 
these agencies, or other related data, 
WRITE TO REFERRAL SERVICE, 
NSBRO, 1105 K St., N. W., Wash- 
ington 5, D. C. 











that in lieu of induction into the 
armed forces, I will, because of my 
conscientious objection to noncombat- 
ant service in the armed forces, be 
ordered, subject to such regulations as 
(Continued on Page 2) 
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than I-O. Percentage-wise a total of .16 
per cent (actually .1638 per cent) of all 
registrants are conscientious objectors. 

There are, according to these rigures, 
7,793 men in I-O, or .09 per cent (actu- 
ally .0915) of the total classified regis- 
trants. In other words one out of every 
1092 classified registrants is in I-O. It is 
estimated that 6,155 CO registrants are 
in classifications lower than I-O, making 
a total of 13,948 COs between the ages 
of 18 and 26 who are classified by Selec- 
tive Service. (A few men above 18% 
years of age are still unclassified.) 

The accuracy of these figures is sub- 
ject to the difficulty of determining defi- 
nitely the number of COs in classes lower 
than I-0. The fact that prior to Jan- 
uary 1951 class IV-E had a much lower 
position in the order of consideration of 
classifications yields some substantiating 
evidence to the accuracy of the figures 
above. Just before January 1951, when 
the IV-E was put just below I-A and 
I-A-O, the number of men in IV-E had 
already reached nearly 12,000 and had 
been on the up-grade for a number of 
months as Selective Service was getting 
into full swing following outbreak of the 
Korean war. The effect of placing IV-E 
higher on the list was to reduce imme- 
diately the number of registrants in 
IV-E, even though they continued to hold 
their scruples against military service. 

Below are the statistics giving the 
present number of registrants in each 
of the classifications. 

I-A and I-A-O, between 18 and 

26, examined and found ac- 

ceptable _..._..._. 


i a 222,715 
(Continued on Page 3) 
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FORM 150 REVISED 
(Continued from Page 1) 

the President may prescribe, to per- 
form for twenty-four (24) consecutive 
months, such civilian work contribut- 
ing to the maintenance of the national 
health, safety, or interest as the local 
board may deem appropriate. 

An addition to the revised Form 150 
is a detailed statement, printed in bold 
type as are other instructions on the 
form — and enclosed in a box —of the 
obligations to perform noncombatant or 
civilian service by registrants claiming 
one or the other types of exemption. A 
description of the penalty is also in- 
cluded. 

Limits to Classification Only 

The effect of this change is to limit 
the signing of the “Claim for Exemp- 
tion” to items concerned only with the 
classification procedure. While the terms 
of service in noncombatant or civilian 
work are described in the supplementary 
paragraph of Series I (Claim for Ex- 
emption), the registrant does not sign a 
statement that he will perform either of 
these types of service. The considera- 
tion by the registrant of giving non- 
combatant or civilian service is thus 
postponed until after the classification 
procedure is completed and the regis- 
trant has been given either I-A-O or I-O 
classification. 

Some Problems Eliminated 

This change will eliminate certain 
problems which some objectors encoun- 
tered in filling in Form 150. Certain men 
are unwilling to sign the statement com- 
mitting them to civilian work when they 
are not certain what the character of 
this work will be. For example, many 
Jehovah’s Witnesses will sign the revised 
form, on which they claim only exemp- 








Procedures in Work Program Becoming 
More Clear; Much Uncertainty Still Observed 


The CO work program, definitely scheduled to begin on July 1, is 
gradually becoming more clear, but with many uncertainties still in 
the picture. One uncertainty is the number of states which will employ 


conscientious objectors in work with state agencies. 


It seems that, 


with the beginning of the program on July 1, only some of the states 


will employ COs in their agencies. Ob- 
jectors from states not employing COs 
in their own agencies will presumably be 
transferred to other states or to private 
non-profit agencies. States which will 
employ COs in state agencies are as fol- 
lows: Alabama, Colorado, Connecticut, 
Delaware, Illinois, Kentucky, Maryland, 
New Mexico, New York, New York City, 
Pennsylvania, Rhode Island, Texas, Ver- 
mont, Virginia, Washington, D. C., Wy- 
oming, and North Carolina. 

States which have thus far refused to 
employ COs are as follows: California, 
Canal Zone, Missouri, Montana, Nebras- 
ka, Nevada, New Hampshire, Oklahoma, 
South Dakota, Utah, Washington, and 
Virgin Islands. 

States in which there is still a ques- 
tion regarding employment of COs are 
as follows: Arizona, Arkansas, Florida, 
Georgia, Idaho, Indiana, Iowa, Kansas, 
Louisiana, Maine, Massachusetts, Michi- 
gan, Minnesota, Mississippi, New Jersey, 
North Dakota, Ohio, Oregon, South Caro- 
lina, Tennessee, West Virginia, and Wis- 
consin. 

This spotty response to the CO pro- 
gram by the various states may mean 
that COs in some areas will be drafted 
in the near future while COs in other 
areas will continue to be deferred for 
some time to come. 

Another point of uncertainty is that 
of travel allowance for COs to the place 
of employment. For a time the plans 
called for payment of travel for men 
working for governmental agencies but 
not for those planning to work with pri- 
vat enon-profit agencies. A later pro- 
posal by some officials of government was 
that no travel be paid for COs. Our pre- 
diction is that travel within a three- 
hundred mile radius will be paid by the 
government for all COs. 

Other elements of the plans for the CO 
work program remain essentially the 
same as reported in previous REPORTER 
issues. 





tion but would refuse to sign the previous 
form which may commit them to civilian 
work not in keeping with their beliefs. 
Likewise registrants from certain com- 
munal groups felt they could sign the 
previous form only if they added the 
reservations that (1) the work must be 
in rural sections, (2) the registrants 
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MENNONITE CONVERT RE- 
LEASED FROM NAVY 

On June 3 a sailor who had recently 
been converted during March in a Men- 
nonite Church near his base was granted 
a discharge from the Navy “for the con- 
venience of the government” because of 
his scruples against military training 
and service. Complete facts have thus 
far been withheld by the Navy, but it is 
known that thus far at least several 
dozen men have been released for their 
conscientious objection. 

Discharges are granted by a Review 
Board of the Bureau of Naval Personnel 
in Washington. Before this Review 
Board will act on a case several steps 
are necessary: (1) The church must 
make a statement that the man is a mem- 
ber in good standing and that he sub- 
scribes to the tenets of the faith; (2) the 
man must request an interview with his 
commanding officer and chaplain who 
will question the man and then make a 
report to the Review Board; and (3) the 
man must write a complete statement of 
his belief. 

The discovery of this discharge was 
a very interesting experience to the 
NSB staff. Early one morning the sailor 
arrived in the office, along with two of 
his local church officials. He stated his 


_situation and a personal interview was 


arranged with the discharge section of 
the Bureau of Naval Personnel. The 
interview was one of the “shortest on 
reeord”-in NSB history. The officer in 
charge, as soon as he heard the name of 
the sailor, recalled that the Review 
Board had taken action on the case. He 
sent a subordinate for the file which 
the officer discovered contained a letter, 
written several hours previously, to the 
commanding officer of the local unit in 
which the sailor was stationed, advising 
the commanding officer that this sailor 
was discharged “for the convenience of 
the government.” The sailor was ad- 
vised to go back to his ship and await 
orders from the ship’s captain. Upon 
return to his ship he was given the dis- 
charge. 

must be isolated from other people, and 
(3) the registrants must be allowed to 
work in groups composed of men of the 
same faith. 

(Continued on Page 4) 








Naturalization Oath Revised by House-Senate 
Conferees; Bill Awaits President's Action 


The House-Senate Conference Committee on the Immigration and 
Nationality Act revised Section 337 on the naturalization oath in both 
the Walter and McCarran Immigration and Nationality bills, passed 
recently by the House and Senate respectively. The House immedi- 
ately passed the Conference Report on June 10, the day following the 


issuing of the Report. It passed the 
Senate on June 11 and as this goes to 
press, is about to go to the President for 
signature or veto. Many predict he will 
veto the bill, although his decision is un- 
certain at this time. 


Although Senate-House Conference 
Committees usually confine their revi- 
sions to the versions of the bills passed 
by either the Senate or House, this Com- 
mittee adopted language in Section 337 
different from either the House or Sen- 
ate versions of this section. The new 
language of the pertinent parts of Sec- 
tion 337 of the Conference Report is as 
follows: 


Sec. 337. (a) A person who has 
petitioned for naturalization shall, in 
order to be and before being admitted 
to citizenship, take in open court an 
oath (1) to support the Constitution 
of the United States; (2) to renounce 
and abjure absolutely and entirely all 
allegiance and fidelity to any foreign 
prince, potentate, state, or sovereignty 
of whom or which the petitioner was 
before a subject or citizen; (3) to sup- 
port and defend the Constitution and 
the laws of the United States against 
all enemies, foreign and domestic; 
(4) to bear true faith and allegiance 
to the same; and (5) (A) to bear 
arms on behalf of the United States 
when required by the law, or (B) to 
perform noncombatant service in the 
Armed Forces of the United States 
when required by the law, or (C) to 
perform work of national importance 
under civilian direction when required 
by the law. Any such person shall be 
required to take an oath containing 
the substance of clauses (1) through 
(5) of the preceding sentence, except 
that a person who shows by clear and 
convincing evidence to the satisfaction 
of the naturalization court that he is 
opposed to the bearing of arms in the 
Armed Forces of the United States by 
reason of religious training and belief 
shall be required to take an oath con- 
taining the substances of clauses (1) 
through (4) and clauses (5) (B) and 
(5) (C), and a person who shows by 
clear and convincing evidence to the 
satisfaction of the naturalization court 
that he is opposed to any type of serv- 
ice in the Armed Forces of the United 
States by reason of religious training 





and belief shall be required to take an 
oath containing the substance of 
clauses (1) through (4) and clause 
(5) (C). The term “religious train- 
ing and belief” as used in this section 
shall mean an individual’s belief in a 
relation to a Supreme Being involving 
duties superior to those arising from 
any human relation, but does not in- 
clude essentially political, sociological, 
or philosophical views or a merely per- 
sonal moral code. In the case of the 
naturalization of a child under the pro- 
visions of Section 322 or 323 of this 
title the naturalization court may 
waive the taking of the oath if in the 
opinion of the court the child is unable 
to understand its meaning. 

In justifying this language the “man- 
agers on the Part of the House” (House 
conferees) printed the following state- 
ment: 

The conferees have agreed to pro- 
vide for a naturalization oath (similar 
to that contained in the House ver- 
sion) which would not violate bona fide 
religious convictions if such convic- 
tions are properly proved to the nat- 
uralization court in accordanee with 
standards set up in the Selective Serv- 
ice Act of 1948, as amended, and in- 
corporated in this legislation. 


ONE OUT OF 610 IS CO 
(Continued from Page 1) 
I-A and I-A-O, same age group, 
























































not yet examined 837,366 
I-A and I-A-O, same age, in- 
duction postponed 20,176 
I-C (Inducted) 861,500 
I-C (Enlisted or Commissioned) 1,301,651 
I-C (Discharged) _.._______ 151,280 
I-C (Reserve) 93,095 
I-O Examined and Acceptable 557 
I-O Not Examined___. 7,236 
I-D 333,938 
I-S (College) 19,931 
I-S (High School) ........_-—-: 75,266 
II-A 32,285 
II-C 92,857 
II-S 208,331 
I-A 983,081 
IV-A 1,790,332 
IV-B 16 
IV-C 9,366 
IV-D 60,822 
IV-F 1,411,244 
Total 8,512,945 





TWO-TENTHS PER CENT BRITISH 

REGISTRANTS ARE COs 
In the February, 1952, issue of Brit- 

ish Information Services entitled, “Com- 
pulsory Military Service in Britain,” it 
was pointed out that 619—about 0.2 
per cent—men “out of the total regis- 
tration under the National Service Acts 
were registered provisionally as con- 
scientious objectors.” Of these 619 cases, 
564 were referred to the local tribu- 
nals. The breakdown of the decisions 
handed down by the tribunals in these 
564 cases were as follows: 

Registered unconditionally as 

conscientious objectors... 20 
Registered conditionally as con- 

scientious objectors —— 

Registered for non-combatant 

duties in the Armed Forces___ 118 
Removed from the register of 

conscientious objectors _..._.. 214 

Total 564 

The entire CO provision in the Brit- 
ish Law is described in some detail by 
the British Information Services Re- 
lease. We quote it in full: 

“Men registering as conscientious ob- 
jectors under the National Service Act, 
1948, were subject to the decisions of a 
local tribunal, with the right of appeal 
to an appellate tribunal which was em- 
powered to confirm or reject their ap- 
plication to be considered as conscien- 
tious objectors. The local tribunal 
could: 

1) order the applicant to be un- 
conditionally registered on the register 
of conscientious objectors; 

2) order him to be conditionally 
registered for a period of sixty days 
exceeding the normal period of whole- 
time National Service, during which 
term he was obliged to undertake 
work specified by the Minister of 
Labor and National Service, or to 
engage in training for such work; 

8) order him to be registered on 
the register of conscientious objectors 
as liable for call-up under the Acts, 
but employed only in non-combatant 
duty. 

“Persons unconditionally registered as 
conscientious objectors, or conditionally 
registered as specified in clause 2, were 
not liable to be called up for military 
service so long as they remained on the 
register. Failure to comply with any 
condition under which he was register- 
ed, or to comply with directions on em- 
ployment, made the conscientious ob- 
jector liable on conviction to imprison- 
ment not exceeding two years and/or 
fine not exceeding 100 pounds or, on 
summary conviction, to imprisonment 
not exceeding twelve months and/or a 
fine not exceeding 50 pounds. 
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SS Comments on Relyea Case: Court Decides Board May 
Not Discount and Credit Sincerity of Objector at the Same Time 


The widely-acclaimed case of James J. Relyea, recently acquitted by 
Judge Charles J. McNamee in Cleveland on charges of failure to sub- 
mit to induction, was the subject of lengthy comment by the national 


headquarters of Selective Service in their recent Bulletin. 


In effect, 


they observed that the court decided a local or appeal board may not 


discount and credit the sincerity of an 
objector at the same time. The complete 
text of the article in the Selective Service 
Bulletin is as follows: 

A registrant who professes objec- 
tion to combatant and noncombatant 
service alike may not be classified 
I-A-O if a board considers him sincere 
in his professed objections; the board 
may not discount his sincerity on one 
hand and credit it on the other. 

The foregoing is the gist of an 
opinion which brought acquittal to 
James J. Relyea on trial before Judge 
Charles J. McNamee in the U. S. Dis- 
trict Court, Northern District of Ohio. 
Relyea was charged with failure to 
submit for induction. 

The case had been appealed 
through the State appeal board to the 
Presidential appeal board, neither of 
which had followed recommendation 
of the Department of Justice that 
Relyea should be classified as a regis- 
trant opposed both to combatant and 
noncombatant service. 

“I think it would have been more 
difficult for the court to find the act 
of the board was without any basis in 
fact,” said Judge McNamee in a short 
oral opinion, “if the board had classi- 
fied this man as I-A rather than 
I-A-O. 

“They accepted the defendant’s pro- 
fessions of sincere and conscientious 
objections on the religious grounds as 
being truthful, but they attempted, 
and in my opinion without any basis 
in fact, to assert that while he was 
sincere and conscientious, that sin- 
cerity extended only to his active ag- 
gressive participation in military serv- 
ice and that he was not sincere in his 
statements that he was opposed to war 
and participation in war in all its 
forms.” 

National Headquarters circulated 
the brief opinion with a comment that 
“from this decision, where a registrant 
claims I-O and there is no evidence in 
the file to indicate that his expressed 
conscientious objection extends only to 
combatant service, the court may be 
expected to hold that the local board 
was without authority to give a clas- 
sification of I-A-O.” 

The belief was also expressed that 
had there been evidence that the regis- 





trant was opposed only to combatant 
service, the court would have sustained 
a I-A-O classification. 

This decision is a development in a 
series of cases in which “factual basis” 
for classification has been the point of 
consideration. It is settled, National 
Headquarters said, that where there 
was a factual basis for a classification 
the courts will not inquire into the 
mental processes of the local and ap- 
peal boards, but where there was no 
basis whatever for a classification, the 
courts will interfere. 

Relyea was classified I-A by his 
local board in February and again in 
March 1950, reclassified I-A-O in Sep- 
tember 1950, and again reclassified I-A 
in October 1950. He appealed, and 
after receiving a recommendation un- 
der special procedures IV-E, the State 
appeal board in April 1951 classified 
the registrant in class I-A-O by 3-0 
vote. A presidential appeal was taken 
by the Director of Selective Service, 
and on July 27, 1951, Relyea was clas- 
sified I-A-O by this board. His refusal 
to submit to induction led to his trial 
and acquittal. 


FORM 150 

(Continued from Page 2) 

Legal Problems Removed 
Certain CO registrants “scratched out” 
the part of the. statement of claim re- 
garding: work and thus violated a regu- 
lation stating that a registrant is not 
to change any form. Others refused to 
sign Form 150 at all, thus eliminating 
all chances of securing I-A-O or I-O. 
Most of these would come to court later 
for refusal of induction into the Armed 
Forces. To remove, or at least delay, 
many legal complications, Selective Serv- 
ice decided these changes in Form 150 
would bring about fewer complications 

than the previous form. 





WHAT DOES NONCOMBATANT 
SERVICE MEAN FOR A CON- 
SCIENTICUS OBJECTOR? 


EDITOR’S NOTE: The NSB does not at- 
tempt to influence the directions of a man’s 
belief or the classification he attempts to 
secure. However, an attempt is made to 
give information about the meaning of 
various classifications and assignments. For 
some time reports have been received thot 
unit leaders in the Armed Forces do not 
always follow the regulation that men enter- 
ing the service with 1-A-O shall not be given 
training or required to do service in the 
handling or use of weapons. To give fur- 
ther insight into the meaning of 1-A-O and 
noncombatant service to some men, we print 
some anonymous excerpts from the files. It 
should be added that many groups, espe- 
cially the Seventh Day Adventists, report 
satisfaction with the plan of giving non- 
combetent service after induction with a 
1-A-O classification. Following are some 
significant testimonies: 

. . » because of personal indecision, I 

attempted the medical compromise. . . . 

I went on the annual encampment 

with my unit... . As a recruit with no 

previous military experience, I was 
assigned .. . for basic training. I re- 
fused the issue of a rifle, marching 
with troops to grenade practice, etc. 

Within three days, I was transferred 

back to the hospital. . . . The result 

was that I came to the conclusion that 
the armed forces have no intention of 
really honoring a I-A-O position, and 
also, that even if they did try to honor, 
the position was untenable in itself. 

~ ” * 

Many of us feel that we are being 
given definite combatant training, 
even though we are not obliged to bear 
arms. We are compelled to attend 
such classes .. . as squad tactics, mine- 
laying, etc. Indeed, one of our objec- 
tors faces a special court martial next 
week because he refused to cover an 
infiltration course under “mock battle 


conditions.” 
+ ” ~ 


I am in the Army now and they 
won’t honor my rights as a I-A-O. 
They tell me there has been a change 
in the laws. ... 
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